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PER CURI AM

Carlton Paige, a District of Col unbi a Code of f ender whose
parol e supervision was revoked, petitions for wit of mandanus
agai nst the United States Parol e Comm ssion (the Comm ssion). He
seeks to have this court conpel the Comm ssionto follows its Rules
and Procedures Mnual, thereby vacating its parole revocation
deci sion against Paige and convening a new parole revocation
hearing. Paige also noves to proceed in fornma pauperis.

Mandanus relief is available only when the petitioner has

a clear right to the relief sought. In re: First Fed. Sav. & Loan

Ass’n, 860 F.2d 135, 138 (4th Cr. 1988). Further, mandanus is a
drastic remedy and shoul d be used only in extraordi nary situations.

Kerr v. United States Dist. Court, 426 U S. 394, 402 (1976); In re

Beard, 811 F.2d 818, 826 (4th Cr. 1979). Mandanus nmay not be used

as a substitute for appeal. See In re United Steelwrkers, 595

F.2d 958, 960 (4th Cr. 1979).

The relief sought by Paige is not available by way of
mandanus. Nor has Pai ge established an indisputable right to the
relief sought. Accordingly, although we grant Paige’'s notion to
proceed in forma pauperis, we deny the petition for wit of
mandanus. We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before
the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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